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‘source sald the final
~witress scheduled is
‘Deputy Undersecretary

pleased with the report,” one Demos=|.

fully at certain officlals who are still

‘tive hearings have produced evidence

'a year'ago this month, when the State|,
. Department served notlce on Otepkal.

VY Ing case of [Puto Otepka, Wi

was summarily removed by the Ken- ‘_ a|

" nedy Administration as deputy chiet|
of the State Department's security of-}:.

‘fice, is nearing a congressional cllmax. '
-The Senate -Internal
Security Subcommit-
‘tee’s report is expected
ito blast Otepkas su-
‘periors. - .

An ummpeachable

of - State Willlam .
‘Crackoett. Shortly
thereafter, the com-
‘mittee will release a ]
‘report " which could MOVTGOMERY
.provide  Republicans with campaign
fodder durlng an election year. =~

“President . Johnson will not. be
cratic source. sald. “It will strike force-

highly placed in the department.-It
-will then be up to Secretary Dean
Rusk.”

A committee member sald -exeg-ue-'!
of*“some flagrant leaks of executwe .
testimony "

. He predicted’ Rusk will be forced
ito ¢all a department hearing -on the

‘Otepka case, after release of the' Sens| |

ahe 1eport
The case erupted in the headhnes

that he was being fired as chief of
the security office’s evaluation division
for actions “unbecoming to an officer”

‘of the department. e was accused of|

passing confidential * information ‘to|-

unauthorized persons—to the Senate

Internal Securlty Subcommittes dur- '

[Fhe long-smolderq .

.men_ﬁ’ security pr ocedules

':.His... Congressional_ de f ende by 5!
counter-charged that the real reason:

do his job too well,
- Otepka’s job was first downgraded

. 'ln 1962, after he protested that Secre-

tary . Rusk had granted 152 security

~“waivels” to high-ranking State De-
"-part;ment personriel’ periding a more:
completa background investigation.

" Otepka reportedly ‘discovered that
although derdgatory informatlon, in<’
cluding possible Communist affilia-
tlon, had been turned up about some

Otepka, a- professional securi by

"] officer, went to the State Department

in 1953 as:a personnel security evalu-.
ator. Two 'major personnel - security’
cases on which he personally worked
were those of John Stewart Service,
who had been separated from - the.
Btate Department in 1950 for turning
over documents to Phillp Jaffe, pub-

|lisher of Amerasia, but was orderéd,

reinstated by the Supreme Court six

| years later; and William Wieland, who'
‘| had a hand in shaping U. S. pohcy

towards Ciiba before and after Fidel!
Castro's take- -over, -

Otepka’s - personal difficulties ap-
parently began after he-objected lo:
security clearances given to Wleland
and Service, - .

Republicans will have a month to
capitalize on the Otepka case, If they
decide to make a campalgn issue of

-was Otepka's conscientious effort to B

|of these. persons .in agency checks,.
they nevertheless were heing allowed
| to handle classified tnaterial. . = -
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- Ltate Department security

Hearst Headiine Bervice

Watch for Ruth Montgomery's penss

trating observations in The Journal-

. Amerlcan on weekdays,
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